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APPENTIIX A. - COORDINATION 

GUADALUPE RIVER at VICTORlA, TEXAS 

Section 205 - Small Flood Project 

U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT 

GALVESTON, TEXAS 

SEPTEMBER 1995 



D::PARTM::NT OF 7HE: ARMY 
GA~VESTO" ::nSTRIC7. CORPS Of' ENGINEERS 

P.O. BOX 1~::9 

Rr"'~Y TO 
... rrCh"'T'IOtrrr.: O~: 

!-"'.:.=. ?,oy ?e=e= 
?ield Supervisor 

GALVESTON.. 7E:XA.S 775~3-:~~g 

~~av 23, , 00' 
--'-'-

O.s. Fish and Wildlife Service 
c/o CCSD, Campus Box 338 
6300 Ocea~ Drive 
Corpus Ch=isti, Texas 73412 

Dea= ~-=. ?erez: 

The Corps of E~g'nee=s,. Galveston Dist=ict (COE), 
is prepa=ing an Environmental Assessme~~ (~.) of ~~e 
impacts of constructing aD ~:tension of a flood p=ctec­
tion levee for Victoria, Texas,. along the Guadalupe 
River. ,To complete the EJ., the COE needs a current 
li'st of t-b-eateneo or ·endangered species mat 'may. oc .... Llr 

in.t....i.e area' of co:ost-."'"Uction near. Victoria. A map of ,',' 
,the levee alignment and proposed borrow areas for' fill 
material' is enclosed for your information. 

Thank you for helping the COE meet its obligations 
under Sec-:.ioD 7 of the Endangered Species Act." If you 
have any ~~estions, please contact Mr. Terry Robe=ts at 
FTS 527-6035 or 409/766-3035. 

Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

William Fickel, Jr. 
Chief, ?lanning Division 



UNITED STATES 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

ECOLOGICAL SERVICES 

~~. wi:lia~ Fickel, J:. 
Chief, Planning Diwision 
Department of the ~=~y 

c/o CCSU, Cam~us Sex 338 

6300 Ocean Drive 
Cor;:>us Christi, T excs 76412 

June :~, ~9S: 

Galveston Director, Cor;s of Engineers 
PO Box 1229 
Galveston, 7X ii5S3-1229 

Dear l1r. Fickel: 

This "responds to your lette: dated May 23, ~S9:, re~a:::n; the e!f2cts of the 
;ropcsed Victoria Levee J)!"ojec! on species !eae:-all~t l:s~ed 0: proposed for 
listing as threatened or endangered species occurring in V~ctoria County, Texas. 

The proposed proj ect consist of acti vi ties associa ad .".i:h cons!:-ucting ail 
extension of a flood protection levee for Victoria. Texas. we understand that 
the COE ;;ill prepare an Envi:onmental 1>.ssessment CE::') on :;;e possible i::pacts 
of ~he levee project. 

A field visit was conducted in June of this year by Service biologists and it 
appea~s the projec~ ftill not si~ni:icaDtly im~act tn€ an~a~ge=ed or th=e2~enec 
species in the area. However, along the existing levee, there are stands of 
large pecan and other deciduous bottol:.land hardwood :rees that do provide 
resting, feeding and nesting habitat for ma~y species. E.ery effort should be 
~ade to avoid dest~uc~icn of these nativ~ ar~as "J2=e p~ac~::a~. 

This office looks.:orward to reviewing and co~mentin~ on the forth:ol:.ing EA and 
welco~es the o,pcr:~=ity to werk with the COE in such matte:s. If we can be 0: 
further assistance, please contact Tor. Serota of cur office at (5:"2) 883-3346 
c:- r":s 529-3346. 

c-' 

Since:"sly, 

/ 

b;-·- / 
/ ...... • _l.. ... "\ 

." 

.. ( • '- y--' 

?OGELIO PERE: 
:ield Supe!'"\risc:-



James 
Dep..:-=y 

=ruse-=.:::, Ph.D. 

~ay 30, 19~1 

Sta~e E~s~o=ic ?=ese~·a~ic~ C==~ce= 
Te::-:as E':"s-to=ical Comrr..:..ssio:1 
P.O. 3ex 12276 
Aus-=~n, Texas 78711 

Refe=e~ce is ~ade ~o ~ne Vic~o=~a ~evee ?=ojec~, G~ad~lu?e 
?~ver a-=. Vic-=.oria, Vic~eria Co~~~y, Texas.' The Galves~on 
Dist=ic't, Cc=ps c:: E:l;~nee=s ::::=o?oses t.= ex-:'e::l.= -:'h.e e.;:.::"s-=i.ne; 
ilooc p=o~ec~io~ levee i= Vic-:'~=ia ~o ~he no=~h a~c sc~~ to 
prov:'::'e l 0 a-year ::looc. pro~ec~ion ::er t..r:.e c~ ty . 

T~e p=oposec. new levee alig~ents and ~orrow areas were 
s~-veyed fer cul-=.~al resou=ces Y~y 14-15, 1991. A report 0:: 
s~-vey wit..r:. loca-=.ional maps ~,d a site s~-vey fc=.m for 41VTI04, a 
newly recorded prehistoric archeological site, are enclosed. 
Proposed levee construc-=.ion will impact the eastern edae of site 
./!,~,.m;O./! Tn 0""" o~',.,ion ./!1VT'04 is-no'" ~o"'''n'''i-1;v e1'~~;"'1e _&0-_· -_ v.;.. _ _. _ __ 1:"-.... - -- -- .. _ '- :' 1.0 __ ,-_c. __ .. _~=~_ 

the Na-=.ional Registe= of Eisto=ic Places and t..r:.e=efore we do not 
propose to mitigate project impacts to t..r:.e s~te. 

we request your review 0: t..~e enclosed survey report and 
documen-=ation and your concurrence in our finding -=.hat si~e 
41V'!'104 ~s not petentiallv elicible for the National Reciste= of 
Eisto=ic Places: ?lease ~i=ec':' any q-uestions to Ms. Ca=c.lyn Good 
at (4, 0 9 ) 766-3038 . 

Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

William Fickel, Jr. 
Chief, Pl~~nins Division 



TEXAS HISTORICAL 
P.O. BOX 1::76 

Mr. w-illiarn Fickel, Jr. 
Cnief, Planning Divi..sion 
Depa..~t of the .A:s:rny 
GalveS""..on District, Corns ofEncinee..'"S 
P.O. Box 1229 - -
Galveswn, IX 77553-1229 

A VSTIN. TEXAS 7En I 

June 24, 1991 

RE: Victoria Levee Project, Guadalupe River at Victoria 
County, Tx (COE-\tn, AS, A6, DId) 

Dear Sir: 

COMMISSION 
(5I:2)46..~IOO 

We are in receipt of an archeological repon concerning the above referenced underta1cing .. .<\fer 
reviewing the repon we conclude tha!, as described, the proposal should not affect sites on the 
National Register of Hiswric Places, nor any site determined eligible for the National Register. 
Please be advised that any artifacts collected during the cultural resources s1l!'Vey should 'be . 
curated at an adequate repository as defined in the Secretary of Interior's regulations entitled 
"Curation of Fe:b-ally-Owned and Adrninisrer-...d Archeological Collections" (36CFR79). 

The project may continue without funher consultation with this office. However, it is possible 
that buried archeological deposits may be present in the project area. If artifacts are encountered 
du..-ing construction, wone should cease in the immediate area; work can continue in the project 
area where no archeological deposits are present. The Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation should be contacted in accordance with 36CFR800:1l.b2. Please also notify the 
State F..iswric Preservation Officer (512/463-6096). • 

BWVJEBIlit 



APPEN1)IX B. SECTION 404 EVALUATION 

GUADALUPE RIVER at VICTORIA, TEXA .. S 

Section 205 - Small Flood Project 

u.s .. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT 

GALVESTON, TEXAS 

SEPTEMBER 1995 



EV .. U.'UATION OF SECTION 404(b)(J) GUIDELINES· SHORT FORM 

Guadalupe River at Victoria, Texas 

Section 205 • Smail Flood Control Project 

1. Review QfConwliance ("liO.10(a)·(d)) 

a. The discharge represents the least environmentally damaging 
practicable alternative and if in a special aquatic site, the activity 
associated v.rith the discharge must have direct access or proximity 
to, or be located in the aquatic ecosystem to fulfill its basic purpose 
(if no, see Section 2 and information gathered for EA alternative); 

YES X .... N".,O"'--_ 

b. The acti,rity does not appear to: 1) Violate applicable state water 
quality standards or effluent standards prohibited under Section 307 of 
the CW A; 2) jeopardize existence of federally listed endangered or 
threatened species or their habitat; and 3) Violate requirements of any 
federally designated marine sanctuary (if no, see Section 2b and check 
responses from resource and water quality certifying agencies); 

YES X .... N.:.,:O"'--_ 

c. The activity will not cause or contribute to significant degradation of 
waters of the U.S. including adverse effects on human health, life 
stages of organisms dependent on the aquatic ecosystem, ecosystem 
diversity, producti,rity and stability, and recreational, aesthetic, and 
economic values (if no, see values, Section 2); 

YES X .... N-'-'O"'-_ 

d. Appropriate and practicable steps have been taken to minirni7" 
potential adverse impacts of the discharge on the aquatic ecosystem (if 
no, see Section 5); 

YES X .... N .... O"--_ 

.: . 



2. Te::hni::a: ';:\'aiuation ra::lO,S (Sub'1ar!s CoO?" ("",,'here a significant category is ::hecked, add explanation 
below.) 

NOT 
N/A S1G"NlF1CA.l'i1" S1 GNlF1 CA .. }." 1" 

a. Physical and Chemi::al Cha.-acteristi::s 
of the Aquatic Ecosystem (Subpart C) 

1) Substrate impacts X 
2) Suspended paniculates/turbidity 

impacts X 
3) Water column impa::ts X 
4) Alteration of current panerns 

and water circulation --L.. 
5) Alteration of normal water 

fiucruations/b.ydroperiod ---X-
6) Alteration of salinity gradients ---X-

b. Biological Characteristics of the 
Aquatic Ecosystem (Subpart D) 

1) Effect on threatened/endangered 
species and their habitat -L 

2) Effect on the aquatic food web -L 
3) Effect on other wildlife (mammals, 

birds, reptiles and amphibians -L 

c. Special Aquatic Sites (Subpart E) 

1) Sanctuaries and refuges --L.. 
2) Wetlands -L 
3) Mudflats -L --
4) Vegetated shallows -L 
5) Coral reefs -X-
6) Riffle and pool complexes X 

d.. Human Use Characteristics (Subpart F) 

1) Effects on municipal and private 
water supplies X 

2) Recreation and Commercial 
fisheries impacts X 



3) Effects on "'<lter-related 
recreatIon 

4) Aesthetic impacts 
5) Effects on parks, national and historical 

monuments, national seashores, 
wilderness areas, research sites, 

. and similar preserves 

3. Evaluation of Dredged or Fill Material (Subpart Q) 

a. The following information has been considered in evaluating the - -
biological availability ofpossihle contaminants in dredged or fill 
material. (Check only those appropriate.) 

1) Physical characteristics 
2) Hydrography in relation to known or anticipated 

sources of contaminants 
3) Results from previous testing of the material or 

similar material in the vicinity of the project 
4) Known, significant sources of persistent pesticides 

from land runoff or percolation 
5) Spill records for petroleum products or designated 

(Section 311 of CW A) hazardous substances 
6) Other public records of significant introduction of 

contaminants from industries, municipalities 
or other sources 

7) Known existence of substantial material deposits 
of substances which could he released in 

harmful quantities to the aquatic environment 
by man-induced discharge activities 

8) Other sources (specify) 

List appropriate references. 

b. An evaluation of the appropriate information in 3a above 
indicates that there is reason to believe the proposed dredged or 
fill material is not a carrier of contaminants, or that levels of 
contaminants are substantively similar at e>..l:raction and 
disposal sites and not likely to degrade the disposal sites, or the 
material meets the testing exclusion criteria. 

x 

YES-X-NO_ 

:fo-. 



4. i)iSrQsal Site Delineation (",0 11 (0 

a.. Tne follov,ing factors as appropriate, have been 
considered in evaluating the fill site: 

1) Depth of water at disposal site 
2) CtL."Tent velocity, direction and variability at disposal site 
3) Degree of turbulence 
4) Water column stratification 
5) Discharge vessel speed and direction 
6) Rate of discharge 
7) Fill material characteristics (constituents, amount, and type 

of material, settling velocities 
8) Number of discharges per unit oftirne 

~A 

~A 

NA 

~ 
NA 
NA 

9) Other factors affecting rates and panerns of mixing (specify) 

List appropriate references. 

b .• A..n evaluation of the appropriate factors in 4a above 
indicates that the disposal site andlor size of mixing 
zone are acceptable. 

'YES~NO_ 

5. Actions to Minimize Adverse Effects (Subpart ill 

.till appropriate and practicable steps have been taken, through 
application of recommendations of 230. 70-230. 77 to ensure 
minimal adverse effects of the proposed discharge. 

YES...x..NO_ 

6. Factual Deteunination (230.1 J) A review of appropriate information as identified 
in items 2-5 above indicates that there is minimal potential for short or long-term 
environmental effects of the proposed discharge as related to: 

a. Physical substrate at the disposal site (review sections 2a. 
3,4, and 5 above) 

b. Water circulation, fluctuation and salinity (review 
sections 2a, 3, 4, and 5) 

c. Suspended paniculateslturbidity (review sections 2a, 3, 4, 
and 5) 

YES...x...NO_ 

YES-X.NO_ 

YES X NO_ 



d. Contaminant availabiiity (review sections 2a, 3, and 4) 

e. Aquatic ecosystem structure and function (review sections 
2b and c, 3, and 5) 

f. Disposal site (review sections 2, 4, and 5) 

g. Cumulative impact on the aquatic ecosystem 

h. Secondary impacts on the aquatic ecosystem 

7. Evaluation Responsibilitv 

YES.2LNO_ 

YESLNO_. 

YES.2LNO_ 

YES.-1LNO_ 

YESlNO_ 

a. This evaluation was prepared by: -oID""a;o.;':...I.'i ... d ... p .... en ... · t-'--______ _ 

Position: Enyjronmental Specialist 

D~e: ____________________ _ 

b. This evaluation was reviewed by: Richard Medina 

Position: Chief Enyjronmental ResQurces Branch 

Dare: _________________________________ __ 



j 

S. Findipl:s 

a. The proposed disposal site for discharge of dredged or fill 
mate:ial complies v.itb the Section 404(b)( 1) Guidelines. 

b. Tne p:oposed disposal site for discharge of dredged or fill 
material does not comply with the Section 404(b)(1) 
Guidelines fo: the follov.mg reason(s): 

1) There is a less damaging practicable alternative. _ 

2) The proposed discharge will result in significant 
degradation of the aquatic ecosystem. 

3) The proposed discharge does not include all 
practicable and appropriate measures to minimize 
potential harm to the aquatic ecosystem. 

Date James M. Kieslich 
Chief, Planning and 
Environmental Division 



John Hall, Chairmar, 
Pam Reed. Commi,sioncr 

Peggy GarncT, Commissioner 

TEXA.S WATER COMMISSION 
pJ.:or;:cT/."',"c n.:t"ss' lI£i.L17! A :t,.'J) S.-cFJ.T'r H" PRI;"I'"[.\T/NC AS/) ~r:I)lJa.\'c 1'01././.;'110,\ 

Mr. William Fickel, Jr. 
Chief, Planni.n:.1 Division 
Galveston District, Corps of Enginee.."""S 
P.O. Box 1229 
Galves'"..on, Texas 77553 

Dear Mr. Fickel: 

In resPOll5e to Corps request, dated August 11, 1992, for a Section 401 water 
quality c::e...>ti.fication for the Section 205 Slrall Flocxi Control Project 
(Victoria Levee), the Ccmni.ssion issue::l. notice of the request pursuant to 
Title 31 TAC, O:lapter 279 on AugUst 26, 1992. 'Die Commission has not receive::l. 
any p.lblic comment or request for public hearing; therefore, this 
c::e...-tification is issue::l. pursuant to the provisiol".5 of Section 401 of t.'1e Clea.'"l 
Water Act. We certify that the project will not cause a violation of 
es""...ablishe::l. Texas Water Quality S""...andards. This certification is lilni.te::l. to 
t.l)ose water quality co.'"lSiderations urder t:1-)e jurisdiction of this agen=y 
ac::cording to the various s'"..a.tutes which this agency adminis'"...e.."""S. 

OUr review was lilni.ted to the information provide::l. in 1-'..ain Report and 
:Environmert"..al Assessment with Appendices. No revie ... ' of prope..'ty rights, 
lcx:atian of prope...rty lines, nor the distinction between public and private 
c::MnerShip has been rrade and this cer-illication nay not be use::l. in any way wit.i-) 
regard to questions of OWIl""_-rs.'rip. 

We appreciate yOU!" coope...""ation in this rratter, and if we can be of additional 
assis'"...ance, please contact Mr. Olarles Eanes, Pe...'"lllits Section, Wate..."""She:i. 
Management Division at 512/463-8245. 

Sincerely, 

~~f-
JesUs Ga..'rZa . 
Executive Direc'"..or 

P.O. !lox 130Si • 1700 Nonh Con~r<'" ,\\"rOll<" • Austin. rex,,-, 7871 J·30~; • ;J2/4(,3·iR~O 



.A.PPE1\TDIX C. 

COMlviENTS RECEIVED ON DRAFT REPORT ANTI 
ENY1RO]\TMENT AL AS SES SNfE}"TT 

GUADALUPE RIVER at VICTORIA, TEXAS 

Section 205 - Small Flood Project 

U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT 

GALVESTON, TEXAS 

SEPTEMBER 1995 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONME.NTAL ?r:lOTECT10N AGENCY 

REGiON 6 
'445 ROSS AVENUE. SUITE 1200 

DALLAS. TX 75202-2733 

Mr. William Fickel, Jr. 
Chief, Planning Division 
Galveston District, Corps of Engineers 
P.o. Box ~229 
Gal.vesl:on, ~I,'exas 77553-1229 

Dear Mr. Fickel: 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 6 has reviewed 
your Environmental Assessment (EA) and unsigned Finding of No 
Significant Impact concerning local flood protection on the 
Guadalupe River at Victoria, Texas. The proposed project involves 
rehabilitation of the existing levee and extending it both upstream 
and downstream. 

As implementation of this project would result 
to fish and wildlife resources, endangered 
resources and wetlands, EPA has no objection to 

in minimal impacts 
species, cultural 
the proposed work. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments. 
have any questions concerning EPA's review of this project, 
contact Darlene Coulson at 214/655-2260. 

If you 
please 

Sincerely yours, 
.. --- ". ..l--. ." L"",.-L-

if'\t.\.~ : _I_ 
L~ """omas 
[Chie.f~ 

Federal Activities Branch (6E-F) 

. .... -



Federal Emergency Management Agency 

NTH 

william Fickel. Jr. 
Ch~ef, Planning Dlv~sion 

Region VJ 
F .aecal Regional Center 

800 l'orth Loop 288 
Denton, TX i6201·3698 

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers 
F.O. Box 1229 
Galves~on, Texas 77553-1229 

Dear H:::-. Fl.ckel: 

This will respond ~o your reoues~ for review and comment on your 
draft of the Detalled Project Report and Env~ronmental Assessment 
with unsJ.gned FJ.nding of No Sl.gnificant Impact for the Local 
Flood Protection Levee at Victoria, Texas. 

The City of Victoria currently participates in the National Flood 
Insurance program (NFl?). Approval and guidelines for 
development in a floodplain are to be based upon provisions of 
the community's floodplal.n management ordinances. Issuance of 
applicable permits would apply to City, State, or Federally 
sponsored projects. 

You have already identified that the proposed levee improvements 
are located within a ~OO-year floodplain. If the proposed 
project will result in the modification of the existing 
floodplain conditions within the community, that communlty is 
requ~red under the NFIP to develop and submit a Request for 
Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) to our office as soon as 
prac~icable, but not later that six months after new condition 
information becomes available. Floodplain modifications are to 
be outlined by submitting technical or scientific data in 
accordance with Part 65.3 of the NFIP Regulations. 

If we can be of further assistance, please feel free to contact 
this office by writing to the above address, or calling 
817-898-5127. 

Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

~~~/~tts 
Natural Hazards 

P:::-ogram Specialist 



ANN"'. RICHARDS 

GOVERNOR 

STATE OF TEXAS 

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR 

AUSTIN, TEXAS 787II 

October 2, 1992 

Mr. William Fickel, Jr. 
Galveston District, Corps of Engineers 
P.O. Box 1229 
Galveston, TX 77SS3-1Z29 

RE: TX-R-92-08-12-0002-S0-00 I GUADALUPE RIVER FLOOD PROJECT AT VICTORIA, TX 

Dear Applicant: 

Your environmental impact statement for the project referenced above has 
been reviewed. The comments received are summarized below and are attached. 

The Bureau of Economic Geology recommended the 1992 flood year be 
accounted in project design and implementation, the Texas Department of 
Health recommended funding, the Historical Commission has no objections 
to the project, the Department of Transportation noted no negative effects 
on the highway system, and the Soil and Water Conservation Board commented 
the project may increase flooding in the Green Subdivision and on the west 
side of the Guadalupe River. TSSWCB also found some discrepancies in the 
report, which are listed in their comments. 

We appreciate the opportunity afforded to review this document. Please 
let me know if we can be of further assistance. 

Sincerely, 

fI4~~ 
T. C. Adams, State Single Point of Contact 

TCAllpon 

Enclosures 

POST OFFIC£ Box I~S AUSTIN, TEXAS 787Ir (51::') 463'2.000 
PrinteO on ~cd Papc 



Texas Department of Health 

~. -. ..),- . -. 
., ... --... 

~: .~:. 

!vid R. Smit. ..... M.D. 
Jmmissioner 

1100 West 49th Street 
Austin. Texas 78756-3199 

(5U) 45&-7111 

Members of tn. Board 

Ron J. Anderson, W .. D., 'i.A.CP., CiW.-=-.ar. 
R.1ieigh F... Vl'rute jV, M.D .. Vic...:hai.-".= 
Oliver R. Smiti-.. 1: .. D.C.. S=eta."'\' ,bert A. W...ac!...ean.lvLD. 

!?U~' ComriUssioner . , Joan Wood Biggerstaff • 
RoDer: E. BoMaC'_ M.D. 

August 26, 1992 

Mr. Tom Adams 
State Singie Point of Contact 
Governor's Budget and Planning Office 
P.O. 12428 
Austin, Texas 78711 

Frank B,.\,ant. Jr .• M.D .• 'i ..A.A.'i.? 
lWniro R. Casso. IV .. D. 
David L Collins, 1'.10. 
Gill Har;""', D.D.s. 
Larrv D. Krooala 
Donild IV .. Peterson, D.O .• F.A.C.G.!'. 
Susan B. Place. 0.0. 
William D. Poteet m. F.A.CY..E. 
Milton L. Risinger. D.V.w .. 
William A. Scott. M.s. W. 
Barbara T. Slov"". R.Ph. 
Ruth F. St.w ..... ~ R.N.C. 

Re: GUADALUPE RIVER FLOOD PROJECT AT VICTORIA, TEXAS, from Galveston 
District Corps of Engineers (Sill: TX-R-92-08-12-0002-5a-OO) 

Dear Mr. Adams: 

The Texas Depanment of Health has completed its staff review of the above referenced 
document and recommends funding for this proposal. 

We appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on this proposal.. If I can be of any 
further assistance, please advise me. 

Sincerely, 

Ilt~-:f:~~ 
Deputy Commissioner 



r. "Rn~ Tt "'"'ttl 
r.X£C"t TI\T. DIR£C"TOR 

TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION 
P.O. BOX 122'6 A CSTl". TEXAS 7811 I (5121463-6100 

DEPARTMENT OF ANTIQUITIES PROTECTION 

September 4, 1992 

Mr. T.C. Adams, Stare Single Point of Contact 
Governor's Office of Budget and Planning 
P.O. Box 12428 
Austin, TX 78711 

Re: Envirorunental Assessment Repon, Guadalupe River Rood Project at Victoria. 
SAIlErS#: TX-R-92-08-12-OOO2-50-00,Victoria County, Texas (COE-VD, n, F31) 

Dear Sir: 

Thank you providing a copy of the above referenced do...-ument. In June 1991, our staff reviewed 
the results of an archeological survey that was undertaken by the Galveston District Corps of 
Engineers for this projeCt. Although one archeological site, 41 VTI04, was found in the proposed 
recommended levee plan area, it was determined by the Corps and our staff that the site is not 
eligible for inclusion in the National Register of HiStoric Places. We have enclosed a copy of our 
letter (see attachment) in response to the archeological survey report. 

~.-~ "..., ... 
. Bruseth, Ph.D. 

.... _­......... -.... -
'-~ ."..,'-4 ,;~, 

r', ~. - j~" '::: 
......'4~ ;.~c;...: ~ 

State Historic Preservation Officer 
~ 

'" 

Sincerely, 

-r~-1J~ 
TImothy K. Perttula, Ph.D . 

AssiStant Director for Antiquities Review . . . , 

~ DJP/TKP/JEB/djp 
-~ 

attachment 



(l aT!": TI ,· ... r.u 
I '\U l 1J\ t IlINrCl0 ... 

TEXA.S HISTORICAL 
'.0. BOX 1::76 

Mr. Willia.-n Fickel, Jr. 
Chief, Planning Division 
Department of the Army 
GalvestOn Disrrict, Corps of Engineers 
P.O. Box 1229 
Galveston, TX 77553-1229 

AVSTlN. TEXAS 76711 

June 24, 1991 

RE: Victoria Levee Project, Guadalupe River at Victoria 
County, Tx (COE- VD, AS, A6, Did) 

Dear Sir. 

C 0 I\1 I\1 ISS ION 

We are in receipt of an archeological report concerning the above referenced undertaking. After 
reviewing the report we conclude that, as described, the proposal should not affect sites on the 
National Register of Historic Places, nor any site determined eligible for the National Register. 
Please be advised that any artifactS collected during the cultural resources survey should be 
curated at an adequate repository as defined in the Secretary of Interior's regulations entitled 
"Curation of Fede.-ally-Owned and Administered Archeological Collections" (36CFR79). 

The project may continue without further consultation with this office. However, it is possible 
that buried archeological deposits may be present in the project aI-..2. If artifacts are encountered 
during construction, work should cease in the immediate area; work can continue in the project 
area where no archeological depositS are present. The Advisory Council on HistOric 
Preservation should be contacted in accordance with 36CFR800.1 L b.2. Please also norify the 
S tate Historic Preservation Officer (512/463-6096). 

e c. Bruseth, Ph.D. 
_pu _ S tate Historic Preservation Officer 

BM/EB/lft 



.~* 
I Texas Department of Transportation 

DEWITT C. GR=:R 5TA;: HIGHW6.Y BWG .• ~:: E. 11TH STR::T. AUSilN.I~ 7570i-2~3. (5.2) 4e,.."'-=..5e5 

September 16, 1992 

TX-R-92-08-12-002-50-00 

GuadalupE Riv2r Flood Project 
Environmental Assessment Review 

Mr. T. C. Adams 
State Single Point of Contact 
Governor's Office of Budget and Planning 
P. O. Box 12428 
Austin, Texas 78711 

Dear Sir: 

D-8E 854 

Reference is made to the environmental assessment prepared by the U. S. Army Corps 
of Engineers, Galveston District, and transmitted by your review notification of 
August 12,1992. This assessment was forwarded to the Department's Yoakum district 
office for review, and they offer the following comments: 

1. The proposal should have no negative effects on the highway system and 
should help alleviate the flooding problem at u. S. 59 and Water Street. 

2. Table 2 on page 12 states that U. S. 59 is closed at the 28-29 foot 
stage. In 1991 when the river crested at 30.03 feet, we did not 
close U. S. 59. We do begin to get water over the outside lanes at the 
intersection of Water Street when the river reaches 29.75 feet. We did 
close U. S. 59 on June 7, 1987 at the request of the Victoria Police 
Department when the ri ver crested at 30.45 feet. The roadway was s till 
passable but we were experiencing some traffic problems. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this document. 

Sincere ly, 

Kenneth C. 8ohuslav, P. E. 
TRACS Coordinator 

An Equal Opporrun;ry Employe, 



TEXAS STATE SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION BOARD 

311 North 5th 

P.O. Box 6SE 

i emple .... exas 76503-0656 

(817) 773-2250 

Fax (817) 773-3311 

Sep~ember 21, 1992 

1. C. Arl~ms, S~2:e Single Point ~f Son~2ct 
Gove=no='s Office of Budget 2nd Planning 
P. O. Box 12428 
Austin, TX 78711 

RL: SAI/EIS I:: TX-R-92-08-12-0002-50-00 

Dear Mr. Adams: 

We have reviewed 2 copy of the Guadalupe River at Victoria Texas Detailed 
Project Report, Section 205 Small Flood Control Project Main Report and 
Environmental Assessment. We coordinated our review with the Victoria 
Soil and Water Conservation Distric~ and offer the follo~ing comments. 

Thank you for ~he opportunity to review and comment on this document. 

Sincerely, 

d:::.!.~~ 
Engineer 

JM!1/dm 
enclosure 
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:h:lrics \\'" jenness. '.f.uir71lor. 
.\·illi~IT' B. \13<ia~r •. .I1m:~ 
~uis Ch,,·c::. .IlnIJiJ,·r 

Mr. Paul M. Boyer,P .E. 
City Engineer 
City of Victoria 
P.O. Box 1758 
Victoria, Texas 77902-1758 

Dear Mr. Boyer: 

Craig D. Pc<ic~:::n. 
E..~(1Jt~"r J,z'nunUtralor 

September 14, 19S2 

Wesley E. Pinman. \·i.., uninl1l1r. 

:--':0<: F ernandc::. .IlnIJiJr. 
Di3ne E. rmstead • • lIm;~ 

Re: Review of the Draft Final Detailed Project Report and Environmental Assessment- TWDS 
Contract No. 90-483-777, City of Victoria Flood Protection Planning Study 

Staff members of the Texas Water Development Board and the Texas Water Commission have 
completed a review of the referenced document under TWOS Contract No. 90-483-777 with the 
City of Victoria Review comments by the Board and Commission are presented in Attachment 1. 

Tne Board looks forward to receiving twelve copies of the Final Report follOwing any revisions. 
Please contact Mr. Bob Wear, P. E., the Board's designated Contract Manager, at (512) 463-7987 
if you have any questions conceming the Board's comments. 

cc: '/Mr. Robert Van Hook 
Galveston District 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Enclosure 

P.O. Box i~23J • J700:--':. Congress .""venue ..... ustir~ Tex.s 7SilJ·3Z3l 
Tdephone(512}':'6-~-i~7 • Telefax(Sl2)475-205.3 

6?> P.--ir:ut:" /it: Rr:"Ycit'/:" ?a~r @ 



Attachment 1 
Comments on the Draft Final Detailed Project Report 

and Environmental Assessment for TWOS Contract No. 90-483-777 

The following are review comments 01 the draft Detailed Project Report and Environmental 
Assessment for the TWOB Flood Protection Planning Study Contract, No. 9-':r4S3-777 with the City 
of Victoria. 

A Texas Water Development Board Comments: 

B. 

1. Study recommendations appear to be traditional, feasible means of soMng 
flooding problems. 

2. Should the City of Victoria approach the Board for loan assistance to implement 
the plan, the cost of these improvements are generally eligible for Board financing. 
In addition, should the City choose to adopt this master plan and approach the 
Board for any financing, the Board's Water Engineering Section wili review the 
detailed design of specific project elements to make a determination of eligibility. 

3. The report does provide sufficient information to support an Environmental 
Assessment using National Environmental Policy Act (NEPAl guidelines, however, 
additional consultation with the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, 
Environmental Assessment Branch, is recommended. 

4. The recently adopted Texas Coastal Management Plan includes Victoria County 
within its jurisdiction and WOUld, thus, apply to this project. 

5. There is no description of mitigative measures which will be applied to borrow 
areas; for example, sediment runoff controls and revegetation of disturbed areas. 

6. In addition to the recommended flood protection plan, strict developmental 
compliance by the City of Victoria with the National Flood Insurance Act is 
recommended, particularty WiUl reference to those areas outside of the proposed 
flood protection area 

Texas Water Commission Comments: 

1. The technical content of the referenced report is baSed on acceptable hydrological 
and hydraulic methods and is complete. 

2. The report adequately covers the adverse and beneficial effects of the various 
. plans considered. Commission staff concur with the report findings and 
recommend that the selected plan be implemented. 



:O","':SSIOHERS 

:'GNAC~C C. GMr\LA 
:n2~~r.,9~v~t 

c:::: M. BASS 
F:.. 'No,1r: 

H:NRY C. B:GK. II! 
Dallas 

,ERESE TARLTON ii"RSHEY 
HO'.JSl0r; 

G::ORG:: c. "TIl!.· HIXON 

TEXAS 
PARKS AND WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT 
~200 Smith SChool Road • Aus\ln, Texas 76744 • 512-389-4800 

September 14, 1992 

Mr. William Fickel, J r. 
Chief, Planning Division 
Department of the Army 
Galveston District, Corps of Engineers 
P.O_ Box 1229 
Galveston, Texas 77553-1229 

~'-

l '- ' 

ANOR::W SAt;S:lw. 
:xe:uuve Dre:::" 

Sar. AmonlC Re: Project Review of the U. S. Corps of Engineers Draft of the Detailed 
Project Repon and Environmental Assessment Concerning the Lcr...al Flood 
Protection Levee at Victoria, Texas 

CHUCK NASH 
San tJ.arcos 

SEA TRICE CARR PICKENS 
DaUas 

WALER UM?HR::v 
Reaume:,:: 

?ERRY;; BASS 
Chaurr.an·E.:rernus 
F~ Won" 

Dear Mr. Fickel: 

This letter is in response to your request for review of the Project Repon and 
Environmental Assessment document prepared to identify the impacts associated 
with the construction of the flood protection levee referenced above. Texas Parks 
and Wlldlife Department (IPWD) staff have reviewed the document and offer the 
following comments concerning this project. 

We understand the alternative recommended by the Corps to control flooding 
along the Guadalupe River near Victoria includes construction of new levees 
which will tie into an existing levee, repair of the existing levee and construction 
of interior drainage structures. Approximately seven acres of bottomland forest 
and fifteen acres of bottomland brush habitat will be destroyed in these proposed 
construction activities. 

In addition to the direct effect of vegetation loss, it is anticipated the project will 
have an effect of moving water past the project area at an increased rate thereby 
reducing water retention within the bottomland soil and plant community 
occurring along the river in the project area. This could potentially impact the 
character of the bottomland forest community existing in the project area and 
increase water supply to riverine and estuarine communities downstream including 
TPWD's Guadalupe Delta Wildlife Management Area. 

For this waterway system to maintain its natural function, there must be an 
allowance for periodic changes in flow regimes and restoration of native 
floodplain forests. 

Mitigation for the project should include compensation or habitat replacement of 
the habitat resources anticipated to be lost. 



Mr. William Fickel, Jr. 
Page 2 

A search of the Texas Natural He..""itage Program Information System revealed 
special species in the general vicinity of Victoria. These data are included as an 
attachment entitled "Texas Natural Heritage Information .• 

We appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on the project. 

Sincerely, 

Robert W. (Bob) Spain, Chief 
Habitat Assessment Branch 
Resource Protection Division 

RWS:JB:dab 

Attachments 

, 



Texas Natural Heritage Information 

A search of the Texas Natural Herita!:!e Pro!:!rarn Information System revealed - - . 
~...cial species in the general vicinity of Victoria. Printouts for nearby records 
and a code key are attached.. 

Federal and State Endangered-
Haliaeetus Jeucoe-:;)halus (Bald Eagle) G3 S2 - known to nest along 

Guadalupe River; contact Mark Mitchell, TPWD biolgist at 
(512)874-4401 or VvT.ite P.O. Box 41, Lolita, Texas 77971 for 
current information on eagle localities 

Tvmpanuchus cupido attwateri (Attwater's Prairie-chicken) G4T1 S1 -
records from northwest to northeast of Victoria; endemic; open 
prairies of mostly thick grass one to three feet tall; from near sea 
level to 200 feet along coastal plain on upper two-thirds of Texas 
coast; only grouse which lives under near salt-marsh conditions; 
males form communal display flocks during late winter-early 
spring; booming grounds important; breeding February-July 

Bird Rookeries-
#609-002, Schatz Colony, active 1990 with breeding pairs of Cattle Egrets 

The American Alligator is no longer listed as endangered or threatened by the 
state or federal government. However, it is currently considered by the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service as "threatened for similarity of appearance" to the 
American Crocodile. Contact the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to obtain the 
most recent publication of "Endangered and Threatened Wlldlife and Plants 
(50CFR 17.11 & 17.12)" to assist in your project reviews. The most recent 
printing is July 15, 1991; however, five additional species occurring in Texas 
have since been listed.. 

The Heritage Program information included. here is based on the best data 
currently available to the state regarding threatened, endangered., or otherwise 
sensitive species. However, these data do not provide a definite statement as to 
the presence or absence of special species or natural communities within your 
project area, nor can these data substitute for an on-site evaluation by qualified 
biologists. This information is intended to assist you in avoiding harm to species 
that occur on your site. Please contact the Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Department's Heritage Program before publishing or otherwise disseminating any 
specific locality information. 



TEY-AS NATURRL HERITAGE PROG~~ 
TEY-AS PARKS AND WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT 

24 AUG 1992 

N~_~: ~LlAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS 
COMMON NAME: BALD EAGLE 

OTHER NAME: 
FED~L STATUS: LE 
GLOBAL RANl(: G3 
ID~~IFIED: Y TP~CK: Y 
COUNTY: Victoria 

USGS TOPO MAPS: 
~_ISIN 

STJ>..TE STll.TUS: E 
STJ>..TE RANK: S 2 
SENSITIVITY: Y 

TOPO QUAD: 
2809761 

Y.LJ>..RGIN #: 
3 

ELEMENT OCCURRENCE NUMBER: 005 
PRECISION: G 
OCCURRENCE RANK: A 

DATE LAST OBSERVED: 1985-03 
DATE FIRST OBSERVED: 1982 
DATE Su~vLYED: 1986-03 

SURVEY COMMENTS: RECENT ACTIVITY 

MANAGED AREAS: CONTAINED: 

DIRECTIONS: 
NEAR COLETO CREEK AND GUAD~LUPE RIVER, VICTORIA COUNTY 

DESCRIPTION: 
RIPARIAN FOREST ON MEDIUM-SIZED RIVER 

QUALITATIVL/QUANTITATIVE DATA: 
ACTIVE NEST SITE, FOUR Y~~ OF OBSERVED OCCUPATION 

MANAG~~ COMMENTS: 

PROTECTION COMMENTS: 

OTHER COMMENTS: 
CONTACT MONITOR FOR SPECIFIC INFOR¥-ATION 

SOURCE OF INFORMATION: 
MABIE, DAVID J. NO DATE. TPWD, 715 SOUTH BRONTE, ROCKPORT,TEXAS 
78382. 



TEXAS NATUP.AL HE..~ITAGE PROGP-A..l>1 
TEX .. ~S PARKS AND WILDLIFE DEP1>.RTMENT 

24 AUG 1992 

~: ~~IAEETUS LEUCOCEPliALUS 
:OMMON NAME: BALD E..Z1GLE 
OTHER NA..11E: 

FEDEP-?..L STl' .. TUS: LE 
GLOBl'~ RA..tn::: G3 
IDENTIFIED: Y TRACK: Y 
COUNTY: Victoria 

USGS TOPO MAPS: 
BLOOMINGTON SW 
BLOOMINGTON 

ST]: .. TE STl' .. TUS: E 
STATE RANK: 52 
SENSITIVITY: Y 

TOPO QUAD: 
2809658 
2809668 

MARGIN #: 
1 

ELEMD.."T OCCURRENCE NUMBER: 006 
PRECISION: G 
OCCURRENCE P-~: A 

DATE LAST OBSERVED: 1985-03 
DATE FIRST OBSERVED: 1981 
DATE SURVEYED: 1986-03 

StJRVEY COMMENTS: RECENT ACTIVITY 

MANAGED AREAS: C01"Tl! TNED : 

:RECTIONS: 
LINN LAKE, VICTORIA COUNTY 

'SCRIPTION: 
A SHALLOW h~ SURROUNDED BY RIPARIAN FOREST 

jALITATIVE/QUANTITATlVE DATA: 
ACTIVE NEST SITE 

~AGEMENT COMMENTS: 

~OTECTION COMMENTS: 
SENSITIVE LOCATION INFORMATION 

'F..ER COMMENTS: 
C01"TACT MONITOR FOR SPECIFIC INFORMATION 

lURCE OF INFOP-l>1ATION: 
MABIE, DAVID J. NO DATE. TPWD, 715 SOUTH BRONTE, ROCKPORT,TEXAS 
78382. 



TEXAS NATURAL HERITAGE ?ROGRP~ 
TE~~S ?~JL~S AND WILDLIFE DEP~~T¥~N~ 

24 AUG 1992 

NAME: TYMPANUCHUS CtJ7IDO J>..TT"wl-.TERI 
COMMON N1-_"fE: ATTWATER'S PRJ>..IRIE-CHICKEN 

OTHER NAME: 
FEDERJ>..L STl-.TUS: LE 
GLOB.~ RANK: G4T1 
IDEl'.TTIFIED: Y 
COUh"'TY: victoria 

USGS TOPO MAPS: 
INEZ NW 

TRACK: Y 

STJ>..TE ST]..TUS: E 
ST~.TE P..J..1HC: S 1 
SENSITIVITY: N 

TOPO QUAD: 
2809688 

MARGIN #: 
1 

ELD-rEh"T OCCURRENCE NUMBER: 024 
PRECISION: S 

DATE LAST OBSERVED: 1985-SPRNG 
DATE FIRST OBSERVED: 

OCCURRENCE RANK: C DATE SURVEYED: 1985-SPRNG 
SURVEY COMMENTS: LOW NUMBERS 

MANAGED AREAS: CONTAINED: 

DIRECTIONS: 
~LAR VOR STATION (AVIATION NAVIGATION AID) NORTH NORTHWEST OF VICTORIA 
REGIONAL AIRPORT 

DESCRIPTION: 
COAST]'.L PRAIRIE, NOW PASTURE AND FIELDS 

QUALITATIV~/QUANTITATIVE DATA: 
16 ID.LE CHICKENS SEEN ON AERIAL AND GROUND SURVEYS ¥..J..DE DUR- ING 
SPRING BOOMING SEASON 

MANAGEMENT COMMENTS: 

PROTECTION COMMENTS: 
ADEQUATE LEGAL PROTECTION 

OTHER COMMENTS: 
SMALL POP~.TION INDICATED IN ~. 

SOURCE OF INFOR~.TION: 
USF&WS. 1985. UNPUBLISHED MAPS OF 1985 PRAIRIE CHICKEN 
RESULTS. 8 PP. 

SURVEY 



TEX1o.S N.P-.TUP..AL HERITAGE PROGRAM 
TEYJ.S PARKS AND WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT 

24 AUG :1.992 

_. TYMPAN""JC?rJS CUPIDO 1-.TTwATERI 
:OMMON NAME: 1>.TTW1-.TER I S PR1-.IRIE-CHI CKEN 
OTHER NAME: 

FEDERAL STJ!.TUS: LE STATE STJI.TUS: E 
GLOB1-.L RJ...NF.: G4T1 STATE RANK: Sl 
IDEl\"TIFIED: Y TRACK: Y SENSITIVITY: N 
COUNTY: Victoria 

USGS TOPO V..Jl.PS: 
NURSERY 

TOPO QUAD: 
2809781 

VJ.ARGIN #: 
1 

ELEMENT OCCURRENCE NUMB::::R: 025 
PRECISION: M 

DATE LAST OBSERVED: 1985-SPRNG 
DATE FIRST OBSERVED: 

OCCURRENCE RANK: C 
StJRV'EY COMMENTS: LOW NUMBERS, 

MANAGED AREAS: 

:RECTIONS: 

DATE StJRVEYED: 1985-SPRNG 
MARGINAL HABITAT 

CONTAINED: 

AN ]'.REA l>.BOUT 2 MILES WIDE EXTENDING ABOUT 3 MILES NORTH NORTnwEST AND 
4 MILES SOUTH SOUTHEAST OF ABANDONED AIRFIELD NORTH OF VICTORIA 

;SCRIPTION: 
COASTAL PRJI.IRIE, PASTURES 

~ITATIVE/QUANTITATIVE DATA: 
31 M.2..LE CHICKENS SEEN ON AERIAL AND GROUND StJRVEYS K1U)E DURING SPRING 
BOOMING SEASON 

NAGEMENT COMMENTS: 

~OTECTION COMMENTS: 
ADEQUATE LEGAL PROTECTION 

'HER COMMENTS: 
SMALL POPULATION INDICATED IN AREA, POOR SITE 

>tJRCE OF INFORMJI.TION: 
USF&WS. 1985. UNPUBLISHED M.lj)S OF 1985 PRAIRIE CHICKEN- SURVEY 
REStJLTS. 8 PP. 



NA."!E: ROOKERY 
COMMON NAME: 

OTHER NA."!E: COLONY 
FEDERJ>~ STl>_TUS: 
GLOBAL RANK: 
IDENTIFIED: Y 
COUNTY: Victoria 

USGS TOPO MAPS: 
VICTORIA WEST 

TEXbS NA~~~ HERITAGE PROGR1L~ 
TEXAS PARKS AND WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT 

24 AUG 1992 

NUMBER 609-002, SC~_TZ COL01~ 
STl>_TE STl>_TDS: 

TRACK: Y 
ST1>_TE P.ANK: 
SENSITIV'ITY : 

TOPO QUAD: 
2809771 

MARGIN #: 
1 

ELEMENT OCCURRENCE NW..3ER: 554 
PRECISION: S 
OCCURRENCE R.lillX: 

DATE LAST OBSER\~D: 1990 
DATE FIRST OBSERVED: 1989 
Dl>_TE SURVEYED: 

SURVEY COMMENTS: 

MANAGED AREAS: CONTl>_INED : 

DIRECTIONS: 
SAXET L.lj(ES NORTH OF HWY 59/77, JUST WEST OF "il'ICTORIA 

DESCRIPTION: 

QUALITATIVE/QUANTITATIVE DATA: 
NESTING COLONY OF CATTLE EGRET 

MANAGEMENT COMMENTS: 

PROTECTION COMMEh~S: 

OTHER COMMENTS: 
COLONY NUMBER 609-002 

SOURCE OF INFOR.~_TION: 
TEXAS COLONIAL WATERBIRD SOCIETY AND TPWD. 1990. SPECIAL 
ADMINISTRl>_TIVE REPORT, TCW ANNUAL CENSUS SUMM..~Y. 

..... ~. 



FEDERAL STATUS 

LE - Listed Endangered 
LT - Listed Threatened 

CODE KEY 

LELT Listed Endange:::-ed in part 0: range, Th:::-ea":enec. .ln a 
different part 

FE Proposed to be listed Endangered 
FT Proposed to be listed Th:::-eatened 
S Synonyms 
C~ Candidate, Category 1. USFWS has substantial info:::-ma~ion on 

biological vulnerability and th:::-eats to support proposing to 
list as endangered or ~hreatened. Data are being gathered on 
habitat needs and/or critical habitat designations. 

C~* - C1 , but lacking known occurrences 
C~** - Cl , but lacking known occurrences, except in 

captivity/cultiva~ion 
C2 - candidate, Category 2. Information indicates that proposing 

to list as endangered or threatened is possibly app:::-opriate, 
but substantial da~a on biological vulnerability and threa~s 
are not currently known to support immediate p:::-epa:::-ation of 
rules. Further biological research and field study is 
necessary to ascertain status and/or taxonomic validity. 

C2 * - C2 I but lac}:ing knovm occurrences 
C2** - C2, but lacking known occurrences, except in 

captivity/cultivation 
3 Taxa no longer being considered for listing as threatened or 

endangered. Three subcategories indicate the reasons for 
removal from consideration. 

3A Fonner Candidate, rejected because presumed extinct and/or 
habitats destroyed 

3B Fonner Candidate, rejected because not a recognized taxon; 
i.e. synonym or hybrid 

3C Fonner Candidate, rej ected because more common, 1t.'idespread, or 
adequately protected 

STATE STATUS 

E Listed as Endangered in the State of Texas 
T Listed as Threatened in the State of Texas 

GLOBAL RANE 

G~ critically imperiled globally, extremely rare, 5 0::- fewe:::­
occurrences. [Critically endange:::-ed throughout :::-ange.J 

G2 Imperiled globally, very rare, 6 to 20 occu:::-:::-ences. 
[Endangered ~hroughout range.) 

G3 Very rare and local throughout :::-ange or found locally in 
restricted range, 21 to 100 occurrences.. [Th:::-ea~ened 
throughout range.) 

G4 - Apparently secure globally. 
GS - Demonstrably secure globally. 
G#NA - Accidental in North America, now G#NA. 
G#NE - An exotic s~ecies established in North Ame:::-ica, now G#NE. 
GH - Of historical-occurrence through its range. 



G#T# - flG"= s?ecies =a:1}:i "T"= rank of varie~y C~ s'~~species -:.axa. 
GO - Uncer1:.a':"n; mes1:. li};ely rank/uncer1:.ain (G2?), range (G1G2) 
GX - Believed -':0 be eX1:.inc1:. -.:hrouqhout rancre. 
Q - Qualifier denoting questionable -.:.axon~mic assignmen1:.. 
? No-': ranked to date; or, Qualifier denoting uncertain rank. 
e captive population eo' 

STATE RANX 

51. Cri tical}'y imperiled in state, extremely rare, very vulnerable 
to extirpa1:.ion, 5 or fewer occurrences. 

52 Imperiled in state, very rare, vulne=able to eX1:.irpation, 6 to 
20 occurrences. 

53 Rare in state, 20+ occurrences. 
S4 Apparently secure in st;;;te. 
S5 Demonstrably secure in state. 
SA Accidental in state. 
SE An exotic species established in state. 
SR Of historical occurrence in state. May be rediscovered. 
5N Regularly occurring, usually migratory and typically non-

breeding status. 
SR - Reported, but without persuasive documentation. 
SRP - Reported in error, but error persists in literature. 
SO - Possibly in peril in state, but status uncertain. 
SX Apparently extirpated from State. 
? - Not ranked to date; or, Qualifier denoting uncertain rank. 
e Captive population exists. 

PRECISION 

S or SC - Occurrence mapped to seconds of latitude/longitude. SC 
indicates element occurrence is a confirmed occurrence. 

H - Occurrence mapped to minutes of latitude/longitude, 
approximately 2 kIll or 1.S mi radius. 

G Occurrence mapped general to quad or place name precision 
only, precision within about 8 km or 5 mi radius. 

o Unmappable record. 

OCCURRENCE RANX 

A Excellent 
B Good 
C Marginal 
D Poor 
X Destroyed 
R Historical 
0 Obscure 
E Extant 
I Int=oduced 

MANAGED AREA - CONTAINED (code following managed area name) 

Y Element occurrence contained within managed area boundaries. 
N Element occurrence partially contained within managed area. 
? No1:. y~own if element occurrence is wholly contained or not. 



3LiL~;,.L· OF ECCNOMIC GEO"-OGY 

[jTZlt'~m:) 5:auor.. 00;: X' ."-"Jlm, T= 78"! 3- 7 506'r 5]:: )47 i-.' 534,,,..::-: ---21' .=.".X 4i j -0: 40 

JOIOOEume Road' ;""ml!. T= 78;58-"-49: 

August 28, 19912 

SAIJE!S# TX-R-92-08-12-0002-50-0J 

Mr. T. C. Adams 
Governor' 5 Office of Budget and Planning 
P.O. Box 12428 
Austin, TX 78711 

Dear Tom: 

The Bureau ofE~onomic Geology has reviewed th= referenced proposal on the 
proposed VictOria Levee at Victoria., Texas. presented by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engi.n===s. Tne Bur::au has no arlve:se comments. We suggest that the results of 
the uniaue-wet 1992, flood vear be accounted in proiect desi!nl and A ~ • - _ 

implementation. 

Sincerely, 

EGW:lch 



FTh1HNG OF NO SIGl'IrrFICA .. ~T Th1PACT 

FOR THE 

GU_AJ>ALUPE RIVER at VICTORL-\., TEXAS 

Section 205 - Small Flood Control Project 

As District Engineer, Galveston District, U.S. .tumy Corps of Engineers, it is my 
responsibility to prepare findings based on an Environmental Assessment (EA) concerning local 
flood protection on the Guadalupe River at Victoria, Texas. The proposed project will provide the 
FEMA 1 ~O-year :frequency level of protection to the City of Victoria from flooding of the Guadalupe 
River and generally includes rehabilitation of the existing levee and e},:tending it both upstream and 
downstream. 

The Galveston District has taken every reasonable measure to evaluate the environmental 
impacts of the proposed project. These impacts are addressed in the EA. Based on information 
presented in the EA and information received from various agencies, it has been detennined that the 
proposed project will have no significant adverse impacts on the environment. The follo\Ving factors 
were considered pertinent in this finding of no significant impact: 

a. No degradation of water quality ·will occur from the proposed project. 

b. No effect on any endangered or threatened species is anticipated from proposed 
construction. 

c. No impacts to historic resources are anticipated. 

Based on these factors and information in the E.t.,., I have determined that prepa..-ation of an 
Envi.-onmental Impact Statement is not required. The proposed project is economically sound and 
environmentally acceptable and should be constructed as proposed. 

\(,oc::rctr 
Date Robert B. Gatlin 

Colonel, Corps of Engineers 
District Engineer 


